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We consider a model for a single link in a circuit-switched network. The link has C circuits, and
the input consists of offered calls of two types, that we call primary and secondary traffic. Of the C
links, R are reserved for primary traffic. We assume that both traffic types arrive as Poisson arrival
streams. Assuming that C is large and R = O(1), the arrival rate of primary traffic is O(C), while
that of secondary traffic is smaller, of the order O(+/C). The holding times of the primary calls are
assumed to be exponentially distributed with unit mean. Those of the secondary calls are exponen-
tially distributed with a large mean, that is, O(+/C). Thus, the primary calls have fast arrivals and
fast service, compared to the secondary calls. The loads for both traffic types are comparable (O(C)),
and we assume that the system is “critically loaded”; that is, the system’s capacity is approximately
equal to the total load. We analyze asymptotically the steady state probability that 7y (resp., n2) cir-
cuits are occupied by primary (resp., secondary) calls. In particular, we obtain two-term asymptotic
approximations to the blocking probabilities for both traffic types.
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the Creative Commons Attribution License, which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and
reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.

1. Introduction

A classic model in teletraffic is the Erlang loss model. Here, we have C servers (or circuits),
and customers (telephone calls) arrive as a Poisson process with rate parameter \. The arriv-
ing customer takes one of the circuits if one is available, and if they are all occupied then
the call is blocked and lost. When occupying a circuit, the customer has an exponentially
distributed holding time whose mean we take as the unit of time. It is well known that the
steady state probability that n circuits are occupied is the truncated Poisson distribution, that
is, K\"e™/n!, 0 < n < C, with 1/K = X $_A\"e™"/n!. This model dates back to circa 1918
[1]. When n = C, we obtain the steady state blocking probability. The transient probability
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distribution is much more complicated, but it can be computed in terms of special functions
(see [2]).

Over the years, many generalizations of the basic model have been analyzed, including
networks of such loss models (see [3, 4]). One important extension is that of trunk reservation,
which is fundamental in the analysis of circuit-switched communication networks. Here, we
consider a model with C circuits that are used by the two types of customers (or offered calls).
We refer to these as primary (or high-priority) calls and secondary (or low-priority) calls. They
arrive as Poisson arrival streams with respective rates A and v. Of the C circuits, R are reserved
for primary calls. Thus, if a high-priority call arrives, it is blocked if all C circuits are busy, while
a low-priority call is blocked if at least C — R circuits are busy. All calls are assumed to have
independent and exponentially distributed holding times, with respective means 1 and 1/x.
The total load on the system is A + v/x. If this exceeds C, then typically all the circuits are busy
(an overloaded link), while if X + v/x < C, typically some circuits are free (an underloaded
link). An interesting situation is when C is large and A + v/x = C; we refer to this as “critical
loading.”

Previous work on this and related models includes Mitra and Gibbens [5] who consid-
ered the asymptotic regime A, C — oo with C = A - O(v/1), R = O(+v/A), and v = O(V/1) (thus,
secondary calls are less frequent than primary calls). We thus have C/\A = 1+ O(1/+v/1); so this
is an example of critical loading. They analyzed a single link and used their results to obtain
approximations for more complicated loss networks with a distributed, state-dependent, dy-
namic routing strategy. Related work appears in [6, 7], and optimization and control policies
for such problems were analyzed by Hunt and Laws [8].

Of fundamental importance in this model is the probability By (resp., By) that a pri-
mary (resp., secondary) call is blocked and lost in the steady state. Roberts [9, 10] obtained
approximations to these blocking probabilities, which are based on a certain recursion which
is exact for special cases of the model parameters, but not for all cases. Morrison [11] inves-
tigated this model for R = O(v/A) and R = O(1), and obtained the blocking probabilities
as asymptotic series in powers of 1/+/1. This led to a better understanding of the asymp-
totic validity of Roberts” approximation(s). However, the coefficients in the asymptotic se-
ries in [11] were not explicit, as their calculation still involves recursively solving an infi-
nite system of differential equations. But, if it is further assumed that y = v/+/A is small, the
blocking probabilities were obtained more explicitly in terms of parabolic cylinder functions.
Also, if R = O(1) rather than R = O(+/1), explicit results are obtained without the small y
assumption.

In [12], we analyzed the case R = O(1), with x = O(1), and with the arrival rates
A and v both O(C). Expressions for the blocking probabilities were obtained for the over-
loaded and underloaded cases. In the first case, both blocking probabilities remain O(1) as
A — oo, while in the second case they are exponentially small. In this paper, we investi-
gate the case of critical loading, where again C,A — oo but now with A + v/x ~ C. We
will also assume that » = O(+v/1) (secondary calls are less frequent than primary ones) but
now with x = O(1/+/1); that is, secondary calls have large holding times. Thus, primary
calls have faster arrivals and faster service. Note that the loads due to the primary and sec-
ondary calls remain asymptotically comparable with this scaling. In this asymptotic regime,
we are able to obtain explicit analytic expressions for the first two terms in the expansions
in powers of 1/ VX for the blocking probabilities, which involve readily evaluated definite
integrals.
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We are currently investigating situations where the secondary calls are the ones with fast
arrivals and service [13]. Here, the asymptotic structure of the problem turns out to be quite
different.

We comment that the basic problem to be solved is a two-dimensional difference equa-
tion (cf. (2.1)), with discontinuities of the coefficient functions at various boundaries and an
interface. Such a problem appears to be very difficult or impossible to solve exactly. From a nu-
merical point of view, the problem corresponds to solving roughly N = C?/2 linear equations.
A good general method such as Gaussian elimination has computational complexity O(N?)
or O(C®). Some methods that use the sparseness of the system and some iteration procedures
may improve this to O(IN?) or O(C*). The purpose of our asymptotic analysis is to obtain
reasonable approximations whose numerical evaluation has computational complexity that is
independent of C, and also to obtain explicit formulas that show the dependence of the station-
ary distribution and blocking probabilities on the model parameters (i.e., C, R, and the arrival
and service rates).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the problem is stated more precisely and
the basic equations are obtained. Here, we summarize our main results, which are derived in
detail in Sections 3 and 5. In Section 3, we obtain the leading terms for the blocking probabili-
ties. In Section 4, we relate the present results to the ones in [11, 12] using asymptotic matching.
The first-order correction terms to the blocking probabilities are derived in Section 5, while in
Section 6 we present some numerical studies to assess the accuracy of the asymptotics.

2. Statement of the problem and summary of results

We denote by Ny (t) the number of servers serving high-priority customers, and by N,(t) the
number of servers serving low-priority ones. The total number of servers (circuits) is C of
which R are reserved for the high-priority customers. Thus, if N1 + N, = C, a newly arriving
high-priority customer (call) is lost; if N1 + N, > C — R, then a newly arriving low-priority call
is lost. The high- and low-priority customers arrive as independent Poisson processes, with
respective rates A and v. The service times are exponentially distributed with respective means
1 and 1/«. Thus, the unit of time is taken as the service rate of the high-priority customers.

We denote the steady state joint distribution of the numbers of servers used by the two
priority classes by p(n1,n2) = lim ., Pr [N1(t) = n1, Na2(t) = nz]. We let I{ A} be the indicator
function on the event A. Then, from the description of the model, we obtain the following
balance equation:

[M{n1+n,+1<C}+vI{ni+n,+1<C—-R}+mn +xm|p(n,n)
=M{m >1}p(n1 -1, m) +vI{n +n, <C-R}I{np > 1}p(n1,nr - 1)
@.1)
+I{m +m+1<Cl(m+1)p(mi +1,m)

+xl{n +nm+1<CH{np+1<C-R}(nx+1)p(m,ny +1).
This applies over the domain

{1’1120,0S1’12§C—R, Tl1+1’12§C}. (2.2)
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Thus, we may view the problem as solving a second-order difference equation in two variables,
over the triangle {(n1,12) : 0 < n; + np < C — R} and the oblique strip {(n1,n2) : C - R <
n1 +n, < C, 0<ny <C - R}, with the two subdomains separated by the “interface” {(rn;,n2) :
n1 + ny = C — R}. There are also boundary conditions inherent in (2.1), along n, = 0, n; = 0,
n+n,=C (n; <C-R),and n; = C — R (n; < R). The normalization condition is

C-R C-ny

> D p(m,m) =1 (2.3)

n=0 n1=0

Of particular interest are the blocking probabilities for the high-priority customers, defined by

c
By = Z p(n1,C-mny), (24)
n1=R

and for the low-priority ones, defined by

C-R+¢

By=> > p(m,C-R+&-m). (2.5)

=0 Tl1:€

Note that we clearly have 0 < B; < B, < 1.
We analyze the problem in the asymptotic limit where

C — oo, R=0(). (2.6)

We furthermore assume that the arrival rate A of high-priority customers is large, of the same
magnitude as C, and then scale the other rate parameters as

v=yVl, k=1, C—R=<1+£>)L—w\/1. 2.7)

Thus, the arrival rate of low-priority customers is large, but only of the order O(+/1). The
service times of these customers however are also large, and the total load due to low-priority
customers is v/« = yA/p. Also, we have A + v/x ~ C so that the total load due to all customers
is roughly equal to the capacity of the system. Hence, this asymptotic limit may certainly be
considered as “heavy traffic” or “critical loading.”

Once we input the model parameters A, v, x, C, and R, we can compute y, y, and w from
(2.7). For some of our numerical studies, it is desirable to fix C, R, y, y, and w and then vary
the original rate parameters, which are computed by inverting (2.7) using

<w+ \/a)z +4(1+y/u)(C-R) >2

A= 5
4(1+y/p)

, (2.8)

and v and « are obtained from (2.7) once A is known.
We next scale n; and n, as

mo=A+xV1, n+mn=C-R+¢ (2.9)
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with
1
p(ni,ny) = TPe) (2.10)

and x and ¢ are taken as O(l). We consider the scaled state space with (X,Y) =
C~Y(n1,n,). Then, since C is large and R is O(1), the domain in the (X, Y) plane is the trian-
gle0 < X+Y <1, X,Y > 0. The scaling (2.9) corresponds to a small neighborhood of the
point

x=_t_  y=-_1 (2.11)
Ky pty

However, this is where most of the probability mass accumulates in this asymptotic limit, and
the analysis of this range is sufficient to obtain the blocking probabilities B;. We will obtain
these as asymptotic series in powers of 1/+/1.

Using (2.9) and (2.10) in (2.1), we obtain

Y

xX+y
IHHe<R-1}+1+—I{¢< -1} + -
{ } \/X{ }

VA
= pea <x - %) + \%I{é < 0}pe-1(x)

+I{€SR—1}<1+%+%>Pe+1<x+\/ix>

+I{€<R- 1}(\/% - %(x+w) N *%);w(x), ¢<R
Note that in this asymptotic scaling, the indicator functions I{n; > 1}, I{ny > 1},and I{ny+1 <
C—R} may be replaced by one, since these correspond to boundaries that are far from the point
in (2.11). However, the interface n; + n, = C — R and the boundary n; + n, = C are evident in
(2.12) and will play a large part in the analysis. In Section 3, we will analyze (2.12), and then
also consider a second scale where ¢ is large and negative. This second scale will lead to a
diffusion equation in two variables.

The main results are as follows. For £ = n; + 1, — (C— R) = O(1) and 11 = A + xV/A, we
obtain the approximation p (1, nz) = )flpg(x), with

==

e
(x +w) + #] pe(x)

(2.12)

1 _
pe(x) = Fo(x) + \/—ng”(x) +O(\Y), €<R, (2.13)
where
2 H ® 2 R 2
Fo(x) =e™*/?A exp [— Z(w + x)z] <f e /Zdu> =e~ /zgo(x), (2.14)

e 5 R+1
(I e /Zdu> dx. (2.15)

The correction term in (2.13) takes the form pél)(x) = Fi(x) - €[xFy(x) + Fy(x)] for £ < 0 and
the form pi,l)(x) = Fi(x) = €[(x + y)Fo(x) + F)(x)] for 0 < € < R, where F;(x) = qb(l)(x,O). For

At =f exp [—Z‘M—Y(w+x)2

—oo
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the latter function, we have ¢ (x,y) = ¢@ (x, x + y), where ¢ is given by (5.5) in terms of
go and gi. Then, g; is given by (5.66)—(5.68) (with A(¢) and E(x) defined in (5.6) and (5.56)),
and the constant A; in (5.66) can be obtained by using (5.78) in (5.83).

On the (x,y) scale, where x = (n; —A)/vAand y = (C - R-ny — np)/+/A, we find that

1 1
_1[o 1w -1
p(n1,nz) 1 [d) (x,y) + \/14) (x,y) +O(A )], (2.16)
where $© (x, y) = e /2gy(x + y) and ¢V is as above.
The analysis of these two scales leads to two-term approximations to the blocking prob-
abilities in (2.4) and (2.5). To leading order, these are

(8- [ rem] (L)

where the integral is evaluated using (2.14) and (2.15) (see also (3.49)). The O(\™) correction
terms follow from (5.80) and (5.81), using also (5.74).

We note that the numerical evaluation of the leading order asymptotic results involves
only the integrals in (2.15) and (2.17). The correction terms involve numerically evaluating
some double or triple integrals (cf. (5.78)), but the computational complexity of evaluating the
asymptotic results is independent of C (or .1).

3. Asymptotic analysis: leading terms

We consider (2.12) and assume that for A — oo the probabilities have the expansion
= O L m 1 @ -3/2
pe(x) =p, (x)+ \/_Xpe (x) + 1Pe (x) +O(A™77). (3.1)

In this section, we focus on the leading term, but its calculation will necessitate that we also
analyze the problem for pél) (x). This correction term is calculated completely in Section 5. We
will also need to couple the analysis of the scale £ = O(1) to that where ¢ is large and negative,
with —-¢ = O(V/}).

Using (3.1) in (2.12) and equating coefficients of powers of 1/+/A, we obtain to leading
order

[1{e<R-1) +1]p," (x) = p,y (x) + (€ < R-1)p) (x), (32)

and this applies for all £ < R. This is a simple difference equation with a boundary condition
at £ = R. Its most general solution is

p(x) = Fo(x), €<R, (3.3)

where Fj(x) is to be determined.
For 1 < ¢ < R, we obtain from (3.1), (3.3), and (2.12) the problem

[1{¢ < R-1} +1]p" (x) + (x + 1) Fo(x)

(1) (1) (3.4)
=p, i (x) = Fy(x) + I{€ < R-1} [p,/, (x) + Fj(x) + (x +y)Fo(x)]
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whose solution is

p(x) = Fi(x) = €[(x + y)Fo(x) + Fj(x)], 0<€<R. (3.5)
Here, F;(x) is not yet determined. For £ < -1, the O(1/+/1) terms in (2.12) yield

2p5(x) + (x + 2y) Fo(x) = pi) (%) = Fy(x) + yFo(x) + pii, (x) + Fy(x) + (x +Y)Fo(x), €< -1,
(3.6)

which simplifies to 2p21) (x) = p?}l (x) + pgr)l (x) and hence

P (x) = Fi(x) + i(x), €<0. 37)

Here, we imposed continuity between (3.5) and (3.7) along € = 0, and J; (x) is another function
not yet determined. By setting ¢ = 0 in (2.12) and comparing terms of order O(1/+/1), we
obtain

[[{R>1) +1]p" (x) + (x +y)Fo(x)

@ 1 ) 1 (3:8)
=p_(x) = Fj(x) +yFo(x) + I{R > 1} [p;" (x) + Fy(x) + (x + y)Fo(x)].

Using (3.7) to compute p(_ll) and (3.5) for pil) and p(gl), we obtain

Ji(x) = —xFo(x) — Fy(x) (3.9)
so that (3.7) becomes
pl) (x) = Fi(x) - €[xFo(x) + Fy(x)]], €<0. (3.10)
We next consider the problem (2.12) for £ — —oo, with the scaling

n1=)L+x\/X, n +n2=C—R—y\/X. (3.11)

Note that this still corresponds to a local approximation near the point in (2.11). In terms of
(x,y), we let

pe(x) = ¢(x,y), -ow<x<o, y>0, (3.12)
and (2.12), upon multiplying by A, becomes

20+ VA(x +2y) - p(x + y + w)]p(x, )

:Ad’(x_ \/LX/VJF \%) +y\/X¢<x,y+ \%) + (A +xvVA+ 1)¢<x+ \/LX,]/— \%)
+<y\/X—pt(x+y+w) + \%>¢<x,y— \%)

(3.13)
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We note that £ + 1 corresponds to y ¥ 1/+/1, and that for y > 0 the indicator functions in (2.12)

can all be replaced by one.
We assume that ¢ has an expansion in the form

d(x,v) = pV(x,y) + \/LX(i)(l)(x,y) + %(;b(z) (x,y) + O(L2).
Using (3.14) in (3.13), we obtain to leading order the PDE
w =2+ by +x(95) - 9)) + 9 =0,
This is a parabolic PDE whose solution is facilitated by the change of variables
x=¢ x+y=1, ¢ @y =¢"En.

Using (3.16), (3.15) becomes

o g0, —m<i<m 1ot

The most general solution, that decays exponentially as ¢ — +oo, is
g0 m) = e g (),
and hence
(I)(O)(x, y) = e—xz/ZgO(x +y).

We will determine gj shortly.
We observe that on the ¢ scale, with y = —¢/+/\, expansion (3.14) becomes

_fN\_.0o 1o _ 240
¢<x, ﬂ> §7 00 + (47 0 29} (x,0)]

oL
X

Comparing this to (3.1), for ¢ < 0 we conclude from (3.3) that
90 (x,0) = ;" (x) = Fo(x) = e *go(x)
and, from (3.10) that
$V(,0=Fi(x), ¢ (x,0) = xFy(x) + Fy(x).
It follows that

10 (x,0) = ¢ (x, 0) + x¢* (x, 0)

1 -
$% (x,0) = €9} (x,0) + 5y (x,0)| +O(A™?).

(3.14)

(3.15)

(3.16)

(3.17)

(3.18)

(3.19)

(3.20)

(3.21)

(3.22)

(3.23)
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which is a boundary condition for the PDE (3.15) along y = 0. In terms of (¢, 77), this becomes
(°>(§ &) + ¢ (¢,¢) = 0, but this holds automatically (for any gp) in view of (3.18). To deter-

mine go, we must analyze the correction term in (3.14).

From (3.13) and (3.14), we find that the first correction term ¢(1) satisfies the PDE

¢(1) _ 24)(1) + (i)(l) + x(¢(1) _ ¢(1)) + (i)(l)

S0 =289 + 40+ 70 + 60 0 4 e+ x4 )80 + )|

Switching to the (¢, 77) variables and then using (3.18), we get

) )
i +§‘I’§ + ¢

& |
% L s+ ] = 159 +rem o +p@ gy + #‘I’(O)]

(0)

——éw e 72 [ugo(n) + plw + 1) gy () + vy ()]

Integrating (3.25) with respect to ¢ yields

W 4 eg® = - [éqf(o) g - <Le"2/ 2du> [yg) () + p(w + 1) gy (n) + pugo(n)].

Setting ¢ = 17 = x in (3.26), we obtain
) ) —_ oM
¢, (x,0) +x¢7(x,0) - p, 7 (x,0)

= Fj(x) + xF1(x) - ¢ (x,0) = —% (1-x2)e™/2gy(x)

- <on e‘”z/zdu> [ygh(x) + p(w + x) gy (x) + pgo(x)].

-X

(3.24)

(3.25)

(3.26)

(3.27)

We will show that (3.27) leads to a differential equation for gy(x). But, we must first consider
gb(yl) (x,0). In view of (3.20), this term arises as a part of the O(1/1) term in the expansion on

the ¢ scale. We therefore return to (3.1) and (2.12).
For 1 < ¢ < R, we obtain from (2.12) and (3.1), at order O(1/1), the equation
[[{€<R-1} +1]pP(x) + (x + y)pg”(x) — p(x +w)p? (x)

pEZ)l( )——Pg 1( ) Zd zpé())l( )

1 d?
#11€ <R=1) [0+ 00 4 5 20 (0 4 1 (0

d
Fxppl (0 + i (0 + Py () = p(x + w)ppl ()]

(3.28)



10 Journal of Applied Mathematics and Stochastic Analysis

Using (3.3) and (3.5), we find that (3.28) has a solution in the form

(%) = Fa(x) + €Ga(x) + €2Ha(x), 0< <R, (3.29)
where
2Hj(x) = [(x + ) + 1] Fo(x) + (2x + 3y) Fj(x) + Fj(x), (3.30)

Ga(x) + (2R - 1)Ha(x) = R[Fj(x) +2(x + y)Fj(x) + ((x +7)* + 1) Fy(x)]

+ [uCx + ) = 1] Fo(x) = (e + PEG() ~ 3 F5(0) = (x+ D1 () ~ Fy (x).
(3.31)
It follows that
Go(x) + Hy(x) = —F"(x) + [x + (2— R)y] Fy(x)
(3.32)
+[(x+ Y)?+ plx + w)] Fo(x) = (x +y)Fi(x) - Fj(x).
We note that péz) (x) = Fp(x) and
p? (x) = Fa(x) = (x + y)F1(x) - F} (x)
1 (3.33)
+ EFg(x) + [x+ (2= R)Y]Fy(x) + [(x + 1) + p(x + w)] Fo(x).
For ¢ < -1, the O(1/1) terms in (2.12), with (3.1), yield
2p7 (x) + (x + 2y>pé” (x) - ﬂ(x +w)py (%)
=P - Sp () + 5 L P, )+ v )
, L& (3.34)
0 + P () + 5 pl () + pll (1)
d
+xppl () + () + P () = p(x + w)ppl ().
Using (3.3) and (3.10), we find after some calculation that (3.34) simplifies to
20 (%) = p (x) = PP (x) = —[Fi (%) + 2xF)(x) + (% + 1) Fo(x)], (3.35)

and hence

p? (x) = Fa(x) + € (x) + %ez [Fl(x) + 2xFj(x) + (x> + 1) Fy(x)], €<0. (3.36)
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Setting ¢ = 0in (2.12), we obtain at order O(1/1) the interface relation

[1+ R 2 1]p () + (x + Y)p () = plx + 0)pf ()

d 1 d?
=P~ Y0 + 5P @) + 1Pl )
+HR>1}p®uo+1iﬂ”ug+1—iﬂmu)+mﬂkm 7
= 1 dx"™1 2dx2"1 !

d
+ xapio) (x) + pio)(x) + Ypil)(x) - p(x + w)pio)(x) .

Using (3.36), with £ = 0 and ¢ = -1, and (3.33), we obtain from (3.37) after some calculation

Jo(x) = =[Fy(x) + xFy(x)] + %(x2 +1)Fo(x) — RyFy(x) + y[Fy(x) + xFo(x)] + p(x + w) Fo(x).

(3.38)
Now, comparing the —¢/\ terms in (3.20) and (3.1) with (3.36), we conclude that
4y (x,0) = Ja(x). (3.39)

But then F](x) + xF;(x) - ¢(yl) (x,0) (cf. (3.27)) involves Fj(x) only, and since Fy and gy are
related via (3.21), we obtain from (3.27) the following ODE for gy(x):

e 2y g () + pleo + 1) 30(0)] - Ry = [ 20 (]

w (3.40)
+ (J:xe‘”z/zdu> [rgy (x) + p(w + x) g4 (x) + pgo(x)] = 0.
This equation may be written as a perfect derivative as
% Uie‘“z/zdu [ygo(x) + p(w + x)go(x)] - Rye‘xz/zgo(x) =0. (3.41)
Integrating once and requiring gy to vanish as x — oo yield
8 _ F iy Re ™ (3.42)

Q) (% e /2du’

<Iie‘”2/2du> R, (3.43)

where A is a constant, which will be fixed by normalization.
We use (2.10) and (3.12) in the normalization sum (2.3), and then use the Euler-
MacLaurin formula to approximate sums by integrals. To leading order, this yields

and hence

go(x) = Agexp [— ;—Y(w + x)2

C-R C-ny

> S pOmm) ~ [ 0 pdxdy =1, (3.44)

le:O m =0
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We use (3.19) and (3.43) and evaluate one of the two integrals in (3.44) using integration by
parts, with the result

Ag = UZ exp [ - %(w + x)Z] qie“z/ 2du> R+1dx] _1. (3.45)

To summarize the calculation, we have shown that on the (x, y) scale in (3.11) we have

[e'e]

Ao _ep K 2 e\
p(ni,ny) ~ T exp Z(w +X+Y) e du (3.46)

—x-y

with Ap given by (3.45). Note that p(n1, n2) is O(1/1), but the probabilities are spread out over
an O(v/A) x O(v/1) range near the point (CX, CY) given by (2.11). On the (x, £) scale in (2.9),
we have obtained

Ao K (7 e \©
p(ni,ny) ~ ¢ exp Z(w +X) e du ) , (3.47)

which applies for —co < ¢ < R and is independent of ¢. To calculate correction terms to (3.46)
and (3.47), we would need to find F;(x) in (3.5) and (3.10), and solve (3.24) for ¢(1) (x,y). This
ultimately involves calculating the O(1/1) and O(1/ PR %) terms in (3.1) and the O(1/1) term
in (3.14); this is done in Section 5.

We next calculate the blocking probabilities in (2.4) and (2.5). Evaluating these sums
requires the expansion on the (x, ¢) scale. Again, approximating sums by integrals and using
the scaling (2.9), we obtain

1 (* 1 (*
B ~ il P (x)dx = il Fo(x)dx,
1 (> & R+1(® (3.48)
B, ~ — O (x)dx ~ J Fo(x)dx
. ﬂf_m;)pe (dx == [ Fo
as péo) (x) = Fo(x). From (3.21), (3.43), and (3.45), we then obtain
o © L -x?/2 _ 2 21 ([ o224 Rd
[ Foe = Lo ™o oAl (e Pa'as
-0 [ exp [ = (u/2y)(w +x)*] (2 e*/2du) ™" dx

The numerical accuracy of (3.48) is investigated in Section 6. This completes the analysis of the
leading terms.

4. Consistency with previous results

In [11], Morrison studied the current model with the scaling C = A — O(+/A) and R being either
O(+/X) or O(1). For the latter case, we define pfromC-R = 1\ - ﬁ\/X (see [11, equations

(7.16)—(7.18)]) and then
By 1 1 1
<Bz> " <R+ 1> WoB+1/%)" *D
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where

Wo(Z) = I e e 2y, (4.2)
0

We show that (4.1) matches asymptotically to (3.48), in the limit where p — co. When
U — oo, we can simplify the integrals in both the numerator and denominator in (3.49), as the
factor exp [—p(w + x)*/2y] has the effect of freezing the remaining integrands at x = —w. Thus,
by the Laplace method, we obtain

o efwz/Z
J‘_OOFo(x)dx ~ m (43)

But, in view of (2.7), C - R = A + VA(y/x — w) so that f = w — y/x. Since Wy(w) =
ew'/2 [* e=/2dy, (4.1) agrees with (3.48)-(3.49) and (4.3).

In [12], Knessl and Morrison analyzed the model in the limit A — oo with v = (p —x)\ =
O(1) and C-R = oA/x = O(L). The total load is thus A +v/x = pA/x and the cases p < o (resp.,
p > o) correspond to an underloaded (resp., overloaded) link. The case of critical loading was
not considered in [12].

We consider first the asymptotic matching of (3.48)-(3.49) to the underloaded case in
[12]. We note that the parameters p and o are related to the current ones by

YHH  pw Y+ p #
o= —_ , = , K= . 44
A PTA i “4

For the matching, we must thus let w — —oo with |w| < v/A, and p/c T 1. The results in [12]
for B and B, were as follows:

~R
B\ _ A/ K _(o-pA/x <£>0MK a~R+1
<Bz> 2o’ o 1-a ! (4.5)

1-a

where

~_ p
a_o(1+p—1c)<1' (4.6)
In view of (4.4), we have, in the matching region, p ~ o0, a ~1,x/0 ~ p/(u +y), and

- K 47)

c (y+mva

Hence,

%[o—pﬂrlog <§>] ~= p” (4.8)

b a pe? 1
<Bz> ) \/%e)(p [_ m] <R + 1> : (4.9)

and (4.5) becomes
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We show that (4.9) agrees with (3.48)-(3.49) when the latter is expanded for w — —oo. In
(3.49), the main contribution to the integral in the denominator comes from x = —w = |w|, and
in the numerator from x = plw|/(y + p), where (d/dx)[x*/2 + (u/2y)(w + x)?] = 0. Thus, we
can approximate [* e~*/2du by v/2xr everywhere, and obtain

Iw Fo(x)dx ~ L e exp [~ (k/ Q) w + x)]dx = K ex [_ e
o V2 % exp [ - (u/(2y))(w + x)*]dx 27 (y + ) P 2(y +p)
(4.10)

With (4.10), (3.48) agrees with (4.9).
Next, we consider the overloaded case in [12], for which we obtained

R
By 1 1-gfnyt e
<Bz>~_b_1+—1_a] =gk ), (a.11)
1-a

where
1 l+p—-x
= = - 4.
N o+¢-xg b 0'+§—1<§>a’ (4.12)
and ¢ is the solution of
1 1 - af+! 1 1-aR
o1t T=a | "1 T ia (4.13)

We note that by using (4.12) in (4.13), ¢ is a particular root of a polynomial. For the matching,
we will take p/o | 1in (4.11) and w — +oo in (3.48)-(3.49). As p/oc — 1, we will have { — 1
and this will allow us to simplify (4.11). Let us set

(=1- % (4.14)

with whicha! =0 +{-«x{ =1+ (y-0)/vVA+ u® - w)/A, and thus

a=1+ \;XY + %[(9—Y)2+‘u(a)—9)] + 01732, (4.15)
Furthermore,
b=(1+p-x)a= (1 + %)a =1+ % + %[9(9—}’) +u(w - 0)] + O(L7¥2). (4.16)

Using (4.14)—(4.16) in (4.13), we find after some calculation that

Hw
0 "Dy a (4.17)
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and then (4.11), for p/o | 1, simplify to

B 0 [/ 1
B,)” Vi\R+1/)"

We expand (3.49) for w — +co. Scaling x = wt, we obtain

[ exp { = (w?/2) [+ (u/y)(t = 1]} ([2 e 2du) " dt
[2 exp [ = (w2p/ @) (-1 ([ e 2y gy .

For t > 0, we use the asymptotic approximation

Iwao(x)dx =

[o'e]

12 1 1242
j e”/zdu~ae“’t/z, w — oo,
wt

and conclude that both integrals in (4.19) have their major contribution from where

d ?oou 2
E[(R+1)E+Z(t_1)]_0:>t_t*_

__r
(R+Dy+p

But then by the Laplace method, we have

I Fo(x)dx ~ wt, ~ 0,

—o0

and (3.48) agrees with (4.18).
This completes the matching verifications.

5. Correction terms

15

(4.18)

(4.19)

(4.20)

(4.21)

(4.22)

We will compute the O(1/+/1) terms in expansions (3.1) and (3.14), and then obtain O(1/1)

corrections to the blocking probabilities.

We first consider (3.13). Using the relations ¢(x,y +1/v/1) = ¢(&, 7+ 1/v/1) and ¢(x +

1/vVN,yF1/VA) = ¢(g £1/+/A, 1), we rewrite (3.13) in terms of (¢, 7). Defining

1

M) 1 @ 3/2
\/qul @m+79?Em+OoW”),

¢, y) =g m) =g+
we obtain from (3.13)

11
¥y + (Gg); + Wi S5 TPV (W g, T py

171 1 1 1 _ -3/2
1 [ﬁ‘l’gggg + gé‘l’ggg TP~ E.”(w + 71)‘,“;1;1 - I“Pq] =0\

so that ¢ satisfies

g +agg Ty = —2ag® - 2y,

(5.1)

(5.2)

(5.3)
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where Z; are the operators

2, = 1ga§ +0; + yaz +u(w + 1)y +
(5.4)
1, - 1 ,
£y = 50} éa 50F = Sh(w +1)dy — pdy.
Before analyzing (5.3), we obtain a more complete description of ). We recall that ¢
is known completely, in view of (3.18), (3.43), and (3.45). But, we computed ¢V only partially

as the combination (pél) + ¢ in (3.26). We integrate (3.26) to get

PO = e L - g + 10| + e A [rh ) + o+ i) + ps)],

(5.5)
where
- 2 *® 2 ® — et
AQ) = f e? /Zf ey do = f et2 1Tedt. (5.6)
0 v 0
We observe that A(¢) satisfies
A"(§) -¢N'(g) =-1 (57)
and A’(¢) decays as ¢ — —oo. We also have
et PN @) = et 58)
dg

The function g; will be determined shortly (actually, not very shortly, but only after a lengthy
calculation).

We evaluate the right side of (5.3) more explicitly. Some terms are expressible as deriva-
tives with respect to ¢, while the ones involving derivatives in  may be evaluated using (3.18)
and (5.5). Then, (5.3) becomes

(g7 + 89,

¢ 0,1 0

(éqf“) + ) + 12qf§gg i 3% ~ e[yl () + plw + ) () + pgi ()]

- e“gz/z%é(éz =3) [y86 () + plew + m)go(m) + pgo ()]

— e PAQ [0 + p(w + )3y + ] go(m) + ¥ [%#(w + )8 (1) + o () |-
(59)

From (3.18), we have

o 1

! (0) 3 -&/2
¥t § = 5 (& —38)e™ () (5.10)

1(
3§
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and by direct calculation
(80 + D[ - 38)e /7] = e #2778 + 6],
(80 + 1) [e¥2AQ)] = ¢ f zeuz/zdu — (& -1)e¥2A@), (5.11)
(80 +1)[e¥72] = —e #7282 - 1).

With the above, we integrate (5.9) to get

g, + ey
- e—éz/z{%(g ~ 88> +9¢) g0 (1) + %(éz ~1)gi(m) + %(éz -1) [A(é) * % 980(’1)}
é [ee)
_ -12/2 2 -u2/2
U_me A(u)du]% go(n) + U_ge du]

1

{2 - 280 + |50+ mgh + im| |

(5.12)
where

= Ya% +p(w +1)0y + p. (5.13)

We will show that the calculation of g; will require only that we evaluate (5.12) along 7 = ¢.
However, we must first reconsider the scale ¢ = O(1) and analyze at least partly the term
pf') (x) in (3.1) (i.e., the coefficient of 1732 in the series).

Returning to (2.12) with the expansion (3.1), we find that for 1 < ¢ < R, pf’) satisfies

[ {¢<R- 1}+1]pe (x)+(x+y)p(2)(x)—y(x+w)pe)(x)+;1€p(0)( )

d 1 d? 148
= peh (%) = P () + 5 2P, <x>—gd—p§°_’1<x>
1
+I{eSR—1}[pé?1<x>+—m< 0+ 2L 00+ 10 (o )|

+I{eSR—1}[xp;i’1< x) + 2ol () + -x—pzmxwzm )

d
P (0 + 7P () - G+ @pf () + (@ + Dpi (0.
(5.14)

We recall that for0 < ¢ < R, pfzo) is given by (3.3), p by (3.5), and p(z) by (3.29). Let us write

P (x) = Fi(x) + €Gi(x), Gi(x) = —(x +y)Fo(x) -~ Fj(x), 0<€<R. (5.15)
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We then rewrite (5.14) as
P (x) = ph () ~ 1€ < R=1) [pi2 (x) - py” (%))
= [{€ S R=1}[(x + )peh () = plx + wo)pley (x) + pply (x)]

~ [+ 1P () = i+ w)pl () + pepl ()]

- %F(’)”(x) + %[F"(x) +(€-1)G](x)] - F5(x) = (¢ - 1)G)(x) — (¢ - 1)2H£(x) (5.16)
+I[¢ <R- 1}{ —Fy'(x) + xF"(x) +Fy(x) + = [F"(x) +(€+1)Gj(x)]

+x[Fy(x) + (€ +1)G, (x)] + F1(x) + (£ +1)G1(x) + Fj(x)

+(€+1)Gy(x) + (€ + 1)2H;(x)},

which holds for 1 < ¢ < R. We sum (5.16) for £ = 1,2,..., R and use the identities

R-1
I{¢<R- 1}(€+1)—Z(€+1) —(R 1)(R+2),

M=

~
Ul

! (5.17)

R
> [I{¢<R-1}(£+1)*-(¢-1)’] =R*-1.

/=1

After some rearrangement, we obtain

P () - p () + (x + )P (x) =l + w)piY (x) + upl” (x)

1 1 1 1
= —2Fj'+ (R-1) [Exl-"(’)’ +F(’)] + <R— E)F;’ +(R=1)[xF| + Fi] - Fy+ 5 (R - 1)

+ %(R— 1)(R+2)[xG| + G1] + (R-1)G, + (R* - 1)H,,
(5.18)

where all derivatives are with respect to x.

Setting ¢ = 0 in (2.12) and using again expansion (3.1), we obtain at O()C3/ 2

) the relation

[HR21}+ 1]pé3> () + (2 +1)py” () = (e + )l (x)

O - @0y, L 0

=P - L px 2dzpm——d L b0 )+ 1 (1
IR 1 o0 ) + 2’() R | IR

1
+ xpiz)(x) + xapil)(x) t X3 Pio)( ) + Pil) (x)

d
+ o (0 + vy (0 =~ e+ w)py (x) + pp)” ().
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Next, we consider (2.12) for ¢ < 0, and recall that p‘(zo) is given by (3.3) for all ¢, pﬁ,l) is
given by (3.7) or (3.10), and
P (x) = F2(x) + €1a(x) + €Ka (), €20, (5.20)
where ], is in (3.27), and (3.36) yields

Ky (x) = [F”(x) +2xF)(x) + (x* + 1) Fo(x)]. (5.21)

We subtract I{R > 1 }po + p(31) + )fp 1 ) from both sides of (5.19) and substitute (5.18) into the re-
sulting equation. We then use (3.3), (3.10), (5.20), (5.15), and (3.29), and after some calculation,
obtain

pS () - pD(x0) + (x + S () - plx + w)plY (x) - yp? (x)

1 1
=L Fy s (=) =B+ =K,

1 1 1
+ R{Exl-’g + Fy+ F/ + xF] + F1 + §(R+ 1)(xG} +Gy) + ERG’{ +G, + RH&}
(5.22)

From (2. 12) for ¢ < -1, we obtain the following problem for p(3).

¢+ (x+20)py - plx +w)py + pepy

@ _d o 1d o 1d& @, @, 4 0 1d& o 1d& o
=Pe1 ™ g Pe- 1+§@Pe—1 6 dx3Pe tVYPe1 T Pet T i Pen 3 dx “2Peat 6 dx3Pen

@ d o 1. & o, o, 4 o @ ) ©
FXPea t X Pea t 5X T aPet YPea t g Pet T YPe T P(x +w)py, +p(€+1)p,,;.

(5.23)
Here, we used I{¢ < R—-1} = 1in this range of ¢, and all functions in (5.23) are evaluated at x.

After rearranging (5.23) and using (5.20), (3.3), and (3.7) to evaluate pg ) for j=0,1,2, we are

led to

(3) (3) (3) 3)
Pe —Por— [Povi —Pe ]

= (x +7)p - p(x + w)pP) + p(@ + 1)pY), —yp?
(5.24)

(2) )

1
- [(x+y)p,” —plx+w)p,” + yép(o) Ypéz)l] + ExF(’)’ +Fy+F] +xF, + F

+0J] + (@+1)[x] + 1] +2],+4€K,, €< -1
We sum (5.24) from € = —m to £ = -1 (with m > 1) to obtain

P —p®  — ¥ =pD] + (e +1)p% - p(x + w)plh),

—umpS) —yp2 |~ (x+1)p + plx + w)pl) —yp?

1 " ) " ) / (525)
=m Exl—“0 +Fy+ F{ +xF + F1 +2],

——(m+1 (J7 +4K}) —%(m—l)(x]{ +]1)}, m> 1.
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Note that (5.25) remains true if m = 0. Using (5.22) in (5.25) gives us

PO =0+ (e )P - px + w)pl — pmpl) —yp®

1 1
0 2 ( {I i’) é ]é ,2
(5.26)

6 0
+R 1xl—""+1—"’+I—“”+xl—"’+1—“ +1(R+1)[xG’+G]+1RG”+G’+RH’
2o 0 1 1 175 1 T 57 2 2

(m=1)[x]! + 1] }

N| =

1 1
+ m{ ~xF)+F)+F]+xF|+F +2]é—§(m+1) [J7+4K)] -

()

o p Y and p(z) we have

Using our previous results for p_

(1) (2)
mt - X+
yp L~ (x+ )P, (5.27)

pmplS, + p(x + w)p!
= umFy + p(x + w) [F1 - mJi] = xFo + (mx —y) [, + [2m + 1)y - m*x| K.
Adding (5.26) and (5.27), we obtain an explicit expression for p_ p(iL (in terms of Fy, Fy,

J1, F», ]2, and K5) which is quadratic in m. By summing from m = 0tom =n -1, we get

p —pl) = 6nF"’+ La(F = ) —n(Fy - L+ KY)

1 1 1
+nR{ xFy + Fy+ F] + xF} + F1 + E(R+ 1) [xG) + G1] + ERG’l’ +G, +RH£}

1 1 1
+ 5n(n=1)|5xF; + Fo+ F + xFj + Fi + 2]§] - g(n?’ —n)[J] +4K}]

- %(n3 =3n* +2n) [x]] + 1] + n[u(x + w)F1 - xF,] + %ﬂn(n - 1)[Fo - (x+w) 1]

+ [% (n* —mn)x - "Y] Jo+ [nzy - %(2113 -3n*+ n)x] Ko.
(5.28)

This holds for all n > 0. We write (5.28) as

P (x) = F5(x) - nJ3(x) + n?Ks(x) (5.29)

- n3L3(x)/

where F3(x) = péa) (x), and J3, K3, and L3 may be identified from (5.28).
¢(x,n/+/X) for n > 0, and the coefficient of A 32 in the expansion

We recall that p_,(x) =

(3.20) is
¢ (x,0) + ngi? (x,0) + 5 n2¢<l>(x 0) + n3¢m x,0). (5.30)

Comparing (5.29) to (5.30) yields
4’yyy x,0),  Ksx) = qb D0, a0 = -$2(x,0). (5.31)
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In view of (3.19), we have
1 —x2 m
Ly(x) = —e 2o (x), (5.32)
while (5.28) shows that
1 n ! 1 !
La(x) = 2 [J7(x) + xJ1(x) + Ji(x)] - 3 [2K}, + xK5(x)]. (5.33)
But, from (5.21) and (3.21), we get K»(x) = (1/2)e™*/2¢"(x), and from (3.9), Ji(x) =
& 80
—e*/2 ' (x). Then, we can easily verify that (5.32) is consistent with (5.33). Also, from (5.28),
80 y y
we find that
-2K3(x) = %xl—“(’)’ +Fy+xF]+Fi+F{ + uFo—p(x+w) i +xJ; + i+ xo + 2] + (x + 2y)K>

ExF{J + %Fo +F +xFi+xJi+ | + uFo—p(x+w)Ji+ J + xJo + (x + 2y)Ks.
(5.34)

d [1
dx

We show that this is the same as —d)(yly) (x,0). We recall that ¢V (x, y) = ¢ (x, x + y) is given by
(5.5) and ], is expressed in terms of F; in (3.38). From (3.38) and (3.21), it follows that

Fi+xF+ ], = e‘xz/z{ %(x2 —1)go(x) + [yx + pu(x + w)] go(x) — (R—1)y[g6(x) — xgo(x)] }

=2 (2 ) + N @R ).
(5.35)

where 9, is the operator in (5.13), with 7 replaced by x. The second equality in (5.35) follows
from (3.40) and (5.6). Using (3.9), we obtain

1 1 1
ExF(') + EFO +x] = Ee’xz/Z[(l - x?) go(x) — xg}(x)] (5.36)
which when combined with (5.35) gives
1 ’ 1 ' —x2/2 | A’ 1 ]
E.X'FO + EFO + .X']l + Fl + xFl + ]2 =e A (x)%xgo(x) - EXgO(X) . (537)
We use (5.37) in (5.34), also noting that

Ja(x) = ¢\ (x,0) = -e*’m{ %x(xz —3)gh(x) + g1 (x) + A(x) [Drgh (x) + pgh(x)] } (5.38)
which follows from (5.5). Then, (5.34) becomes
-2K;3(x) = e‘xz/z{ - D,go(x) + %(x2 -1)g(x) - %xg(')'(x) + A'(x) [Drgh(x) + pugh(x)] }

+puFo—p(x+w)J1+ J+x]o + (x +2y)Ks.
(5.39)
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Here, we also used A”(x) = xA'(x) — 1. Now, from (5.21) and (3.9), we obtain

pFy = p(x + w)J1 + (x +2y) Ky

( +y>F" [x(x +2y) + p(x + w)] Fy + /4+‘ux(x+w)+;(x2+1)(x+2y) Fo

=e¥/2 [ygo(x) + p(x + w) go(x) + <%x + y)gg(X)] '
(5.40)

Using (5.38) to compute J; + xJ, and (5.40), we get

) + g1 (%) + Ax) [Drgh (%) +2pug (x)] } (5.41)

-2K;3(x) :e’xz/z{ x(x*-3)gy

¢on %@@»

In view of (5.5), the above is the same as 2K3(x) =
,1 2 (¢,&). We will use this to ulti-

We next examine the relation J3(x) = —gbyz) (x,0) =
mately obtain g1 (7) in (5.5), which will complete the determination of the O(1/+/) correction

terms in (3.1) and (3.14). We first note from (5.28) and (5.29) that

-(Fi'—fi') -+ -K,

212
1 1
+ pu(x +w)Fy — xFp - Ey[Fg —(x+w)i] - <§x+y>]2— ngz-

Ja(x) = ——F"'
1 1
+ R{ sz" +Fy+F/ +xF; +F1 + E(R +1)[xG) + Gy + ERG’l’ + G, + RH,
542
]' 1 " ! " ! ! 1 ( )
XFg + Fy + F{ + xFy + Fy+2]5| + 2 [J{ + 4K3] - x]1 + 1]

We solve (5.42) for the combination J; + Fé + xF5, that we rewrite as

Js+ Fy + xFy = W(x) + Z(x) + RU (x), (5.43)
where
1, 1 1 1
W(x) = -5 [xF] + F1] + p(x + w)Fy - E#FO + Ey(x +w)f1 - 7% +y ) - sz,
4 1 mn 1 " 1 i " ! ! (5 4_4)
Z(X)Z—EFO—ZXFO—EFO—g[1+x]1+]1+K2], .
7 1 " ! " ! 1 ! 1 " i !
U(x) = FxFg + Fo+ F{+ xFy + Fr + E(R +1)[xG] + Gy + 7RGy +G; + RH,,.
Next we note that Z and U may be integrated explicitly and we write
(5.45)

U= U, 2 =42,
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where
1, 1 ) 1 1.
U(x) = Exl—"0 + EFO +F +xF + E(R +1)xGy + §RG1 + Gy + RH;, (5.46)
1 1 1 1
Z(x) Z—EF(G’— ZXF6—1F0—5[11+3C]1+K2]. (547)

It follows that
W (x) + Z'(x) + RU'(x) = =7 (x,0) + ¢ (x, 0) + x¢ (x,0) = s (¢, x) + x¢? (x, x).
(5.48)

The right side of (5.48) was computed in (5.12).
Using Fi(x) = ¢W(x,x), (5 38), and the identities Fo(x) = e/ 2ay(x), i(x) = -
ex'/2 8(x), and Ky (x) = (1/2)e™ 22 80 (x), we evaluate W(x) in terms of go(x), and then use
(5.12). After some simplification, this leads to

W (x) - ¢ (x, ) - 2@ (x, x)

= e 2[yg) (x) + pw + x) g1 (x)] +

2] L y13) i + 0 )]

X

n e—xz/ZA(x) [Yi + pu(w + x)] D, g0(x)

U -uZ/zA(u)du] {[Yd +/4(w+x)] D, g0(x) } 5 e /2 [(w + x)g5(x) + go(x)]

I
N

e’”z/zdudix [(w +x) g (x) + go(x)] + ge#/z [(1-x%)gy(x) + (= 3x) gy (%)]

-X

O\I?

e/ {(1-x%) [(w +x)g)(x) + go(x)] + (x> = 3x) (w + x) g0 (x) }

% (2 -3) 500 - g40]
(5.49)

Since this must be equal to —[Z' + RU'], we try to write the right side of (5.49) as a perfect
derivative. To this end, we note that

d

e (=) g0 - xgy)] = e x[(* - 3) g0 - 1] (5.50)
Adding Z' + RU' to (5.49), we rewrite that equation as
d © , R d
E{ <j et /zdu> [yg (x)+p(w + x)g1(x)] + <I et “A(u)du) [ya + pw + x)] D,.90(x)

- %ﬂ<Jm e‘“z/zdu> [(w+x)g)(x) + go(x)] + ée‘x 72(1 = x%) [ygy(x) + p(w + x) go(x)]

+ %e‘xz/z [(1-x)go(x) — xgh(x)] + Z(x) + Rll(x)} =
(5.51)
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We next evaluate Z in terms of gy, and U in terms of gy and g;, and then we integrate
(5.51) (and thus explicitly obtain g1). Since J; = —xF — Fj and K3 is in (5.21), we have

Z(x) = 11—2 [xF)+ (2x* = 1)Fy] = %e—xz/z [xgh(x) + (x* = 1) go(x)]. (5.52)

We thus note that Z(x) is canceled by the bracketed term that precedes it in (5.51).

Using (5.46), we explicitly calculate U (x), recalling that G; is given by (5.15), and G, +
RH; = (G + Hy) + (1/2)(R - 1)(2H,) can be computed from (3.30) and (3.32). After some
cancellation of terms, we obtain

U(x) = [%y(R + D (x+y) + plw+ x)] Fo(x) + %yF(’)(x) - yFi(x)
= X/2 [{ %y[Rx + (R+1)y] + p(w +x) }go(x) + %yg(')(x)] (5.53)

- Yg‘xz/z{%x(xz - 3)80(x) 81 (x) + A(x)%xg()(x)}'

Using (5.52) and (5.53), we integrate (5.51), subject to the condition that the solution decays
exponentially as x — +oo. Hence,

"2 ) [yg,0) + e + 0812 - S e + 1) gh(x) - 2 pugo()
(o) ; :

=X

+ <fo e’”z/zA(u)du> [y% + p(w + x) [ Drgo(x)

+ %e"‘z/z(l - x?) [ygh(x) + p(w + x) go (x)] (5.54)
+ %Re‘xz/z{y[Rx + (R+1)y] go(x) + 2p(w + x) go(x) + ygy(x) }

— Rye™/2 éx(x2 = 3)g0(x) + g1(x) + A(x)Dxgo(x)| =0.

What remains is a linear first-order ordinary differential equation for g;, which is readily solved
by multiplying by the integrating factor:

exp [(1/ @) (@ +x)’]

(1% e /2y o
We introduce the notation
E(x) = J‘oo e 2dy (5.56)
—x
and note that
E(x) = e/, E(w)=v27, E(x)~ L (5.57)

7
—-X
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Then, we have

5 R -x2/2
J'eXP [(u/(2y)) (w + x)7] {Ygi(x) + p(w +x) g1 (x) - )I/_:e(—x)g1 (x)}dx

[E)]" (5.58)
yexp [(1/2y) (w + %)*]
) [E@)]" $100)-
From (3.43), we have
0(x) = Agexp [— Z#_Y(W +x)? [E(x)]R (5.59)
and thus
Yo (%) + u(w + x)go(x) = AoRye_xz/2 exp [ - z’l—Y(w +x)? [E(x)]R_l. (5.60)
With (5.60), we have
—x2/2 2
j — [[g(t:)(]z RY+)1) ] {(1=2%) [go(x) +u(w+x)go(x)] = Ry (x° - 3x) go(x) }dx
e[ (1- xz)e—x2/2 3 —3x ) (1 x2)
) AORYI ‘ /2{ Ex]  E® }dx = ARy
—x2/2 /(2 2 —AnRye */2
J‘e exp [[é/:x)(] ;;)1) (w+x)] {rgy(x) + p(w + x) go(x) + Ryxgo(x) }dx = %.
(5.61)
Furthermore,
2 —x2/2
[erle /[ ;2(“))](;" R0 ) - 0 215500 ~ )
* (5.62)
= —Aoj [%(w +x)% - 1] dx = Ag [:—Y(w +x)°—w- x],
—x2/ 2
J* p[gf;]z D D] oy = Avtog [EG], 65:69
x
2 ? L d
J‘eXP [(#[;((;/))])I\Sflj r 2] { <Iwe_” /ZA(u)du> [YE + p(w + x)| Dxgo(x)

— Rye ™ /2A(x) D g0 (x) }dx
= y(J‘x e‘”z/zA(u)du> exp [%(w + x)z] [Dxg0(x)] [E(x)]_R_1

e X2 [* e 2A()du e /2 A(x)
R+1 < -
+ (R+ )YI{ (E0]<? E@)]™

} exp [Zﬂ—y(wﬂc)z] D go(x)dx.

(5.64)
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To obtain (5.64), we used exp [(1/ (2y))(w + x)?] [y(d/dx)+pu(w+x)]F(x) =y(d/dx){exp [(1/
2y))(w + x)?]F(x)} and integrated by parts. Combining (5.58) and (5.61)—(5.64), we integrate
(5.54) to get

exp [%(w + x)z] [E(x)]_Rgl(x)

~x*/2(1 — 52 -x*/2

AgRe E((i) x?) +%R22(—x)

[*_ e 2N (u)du

[E(x)]R+1

00{ e~ v’/2 ﬁoo e/ 2\ (u)du B e 2\ (v) } .
[E(0)] %2 [E@)]%

A
:A1+_0#
2y

w+x—?fl—y(w+x)3 +

- %R(R +1)ylog [E(x)] - exp [ (w+x) ]ngo(x)

+(R+1)f

X

P [% (w + v)z] D, g0(v)dv.
(5.65)

Here, A; is a constant that will be fixed by normalization.
We thus write g as

gl(x)=exp[—%(w+X)2] [E(x)]R~{A1+N(x)+AO[M(x) i G xz)]} (5.66)

6E(x)
where
M(x) = [w Fx— —Y(w N x)3] N R;;(;)/ ¢ _R® 2+ Y 1o [EG0)], (5.67)
¥ e 2\ (u)d
N(x) = —L°° (EE(x)]R(JrL;) “ exp [%(w +2)%| D, g0 (x)
® e ([ e PAwWdn  A) ’ )
) [E(v)]R{ E@)  E@ Jrow [ g

(5.68)

where 9,¢y(v) = yg; (v) + p(w + v) g, (v) + ugo(v) is as in (5.13).
We next determine A; by normalization and then obtain correction terms to the block-
ing probabilities B; and B,. This requires that we evaluate the integrals [ ¢V (x,0)dx and

[ gb(l)(x,y)dy dx = [* f;o ¢ (&, n)dn dé. From (5.5), we have

¢ (x,0) = e**/2 [% (x® = 3x) go(x) + g1(x) + A(x)%xgo(x)], (5.69)

and from (3.43), we calculate 9, gy and obtain

exp [(1/ ) (w + )] o2 { ( e

[E(0)]* Boo(®) = AR ey | R Dy

- |v+ %(w + v)] } (5.70)
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Consider the contribution to f‘; d)(l)(x,O)dx that comes from the term A(x)®,go(x) in
(5.69) and the part of g; that is proportional to N (x) (cf. (5.66)). We obtain

j : e‘xz/z{A(x)%ng(x) + exp [— oy @+ 07| @] NG }dx

[ B

-v2/2

[E@)]" f W%Dgow)

: U;eu”zA(u)du - E(U)A(v)] exp [%(a) + 0)2] dv}dx

+(R+1)exp [—2‘u—y((41+x)2

K[ R+1 N 2
= ?J‘_m (w+x)[E(x)]" exp [ 2 (w + x)

J:o T R+2 [J‘ e 2N (u)du - E(U)A(‘U)] exp [—(a)+v) ] D,90(v)dv dx.

(5.71)
Here, we wrote
e 2(R+1)[E(x)]" = % [E(x)] (5.72)
and integrated by parts. We also have
J e™/2(x3 - 3x) go(x)dx
_ _I e/2(1 - x2) g} (x)dx (5.73)
=A J‘Do (1-x2)e™/?ex [— ﬁ(w +x)° [E(x)]R [E(w +X) - Re_xZ/z] dx
‘) P12y Y E(x)
Using (5.71) and (5.73), we integrate (5.69) and get
f ¢ (x, 0)dxx = f exp [— 2”-y(w + x)z] [E@)]®
> A
: <e—x 2| A+ 6%”(“; +x)(1-x%) + AOM(x)]
(5.74)

2

+ AgpuR(w + x)E(x)J-:o [ f ;e‘”Z/ZA(u)du - A(U)E(v)]
%{(R e

. o) E) v+ %(w + v)] }dv)dx.

Here, we also used (5.70) to eliminate 9, gy from the expression.
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Next, we consider
[ [ 00emdyax=[" [ g0 comnds
—0 J0 -0 /X

- f f et [%(x3_3x)g0(ﬂ)+A(x)91130(’1)+31(’1) dn dx.

(5.75)
Integration by parts shows that
J‘fo e™/2(x3 - 3x) [fwgo(n)dq] dx = fo (1-x2)e™/2gy(x)dx,
Jm e /2N (x) Uwgqgo(q)dq] dx = f OO [f e 2N\ (u)du| D, go(x)dx, (5.76)

'[wwe—xz/z [Ijgl(ﬂ)dq] dx = J‘wwE(x)gl(x)dx.

From (5.68) and (5.70), we obtain

f:o{E(x) exp [— ;—Y(w +x)?| [E)]*N(x) + (J‘fwe‘”z/zA(u)du>%xgo(x) }dx

. I 7u2/2A d 02
= AoR(R + 1)yJ‘_ exp [— Z#—Y(w + x)2] [E(x)]R+1 j [Lw e — (u)du _ A(U)] [Ee(v)]z

e—vz/Z

E(v)

A (R-1) — o+ Ew+o)| ldvdx.
{ o+ fweo}

(5.77)

With (5.66), (5.68), and (5.75)—(5.77), we obtain

[ ] 400 mayax

= f:o exp [— %(w + x)z] [E(x)]RJr1

efx2/2(1 _ x2)

. [Al + AoM(x) + éAo(R + 1) E(x)

+ AgR(R + 1)y

e? 6—02/2 U
_A(U)]W{(R_l) E0) - [U+ ?(w+v)

[ (e

o] ax.

(5.78)



J. A. Morrison and C. Knessl 29
Using [ e /2du = \/z /2Er fc(Z/~/2) and (5.6), we can show that
f " e A wdu - E@)A®) = \E f ) [Erfc< i 1>e_t2/2e” - Erf0<‘t y U)] =
oo 2)y V2 V2 t
(5.79)

which helps in the numerical evaluation of (5.78).
Finally, we calculate the blocking probabilities. Using (3.1), (3.3), and (3.5), we obtain

_ 1 ("] o 1w 4

B; = ﬁf_w[PR (x)+\/XPR (x) +O(A )]dx
_ 1
V)

_ ﬂ —x2/2

v [ fx”

{Fo(x) + L

7 [F1(x) = R(x +y)Fo(x) = RFy(x)] + O(A™) }dx

(5.80)
[E(x)] "dx

exp [ =~ (w+x)*

+ %J' dD (x,0)dx + O(1737?),

where the last integral is given by (5.74) in terms of Ay and A;. To obtain (5.80), we used the
scaling (2.9) and (2.10) in (2.4), and approximated the sum by an integral. Since the integrand
has exponentially small tails, the finite limits in (2.4) may be replaced by infinite ones, with an
error, that is, o()fN ) for all N.

Similarly, we obtain B, as

By =

1
"S- Lt

i ) (x) +o():1)]dx

f _wo

\fJ‘ Z {Fo(x) + fFl(x) - %[(x+y)1—“o(x) + Fy(x)] + O(A~ 1)}alx

% ¢=0 (5.81)

- Dwen[ e 1o Dy [E()] " dx

VA 2V

R+ 1f ¢M (x,0)dx + O(A/?).

exp [— %(w+x)2

Finally, we determine A; from the normalization (2.3). Again, using (2.9), (2.10), (3.1),
and (3.12), we obtain

f f ¢ (x,y)dy dx + }I_w(i)(o)(x 0)dx

(5.82)
1

f'[ ZP(O)(x)dx+7XIm J'oo(i)(l)(x/]/)dydx*'o()til) -1

® ¢=1 -0 /0

Here, the second integral in (5.82) comes from the Euler-MacLaurin approximation as we go
from a discrete sum to an integral over y = 0. Note that the expansion on the ¢ scale, for
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Table1: R=2,y=1,pu=1,w=1.

c ) o .

Exact asy-1 asy-2 Exact asy-1 asy-2
5 (2.25) .09741 .3504 <0 .6293 >1 4418
10 (5.13) .09906 2320 01921 4881 .6961 4289
15 (7.90) 09384 1869 .04879 4194 .5609 3874
20 (10.6) .08874 1612 .05848 3756 4837 .3547
25 (13.3) .08432 .1440 06203 .3442 4321 3291
30 (16) .08051 1314 .06315 .3201 .3943 .3085
40 (21.3) .07432 1138 06262 .2849 .3416 2773
50 (26.5) 06948 1019 .06087 2598 .3059 2543
60 (31.8) .06556 .09320 .05886 .2407 2796 2364
70 (37) 06229 .08638 .05688 2254 2591 2221

1 < ¢ < R, leads to the third term in (5.82). For ¢ < 0, the expansion on the y scale contains
that on the ¢ scale. The leading term in (5.82) regains (3.45) and determines Ay. The O(1/ V1)
terms lead to

Ay (R + %)J‘ e /2 exp [— %(w + x)z] [E(x)]Rdx + j f ¢V (x,y)dydx =0. (5.83)
-0 -0 /0

In view of (5.78), (5.83) may be viewed as a linear equation for A;, and thus all the correction

terms are now known fully.

To summarize the calculations in this section, we have determined g (x) in (5.66)—(5.68),
with A; computed from (5.78) and (5.83). In terms of gj, the second term in the expansion on
the (x,) (or (¢,1) = (x,x + v)) scale is given by (5.5). Then, F; (x) = ¢V (x,0) = ¢V (¢,¢) and
the second terms on the ¢ scale are given by (3.5) for 0 < ¢ < R, and by (3.10) for ¢ < 0 (with
Fo(x) in (3.21) and (3.43)).

6. Numerical studies

We test the numerical accuracy of our asymptotic expansions, focusing on the blocking prob-
abilities B; and B,. The numerical results are obtained by solving the linear system (2.1) with
the normalization (2.3). We simply omitted the equation with n; = n, = 0in (2.1) and replaced
it by (2.3), thus obtaining an inhomogeneous problem with a unique solution.

We solved (2.1) by two different methods. First, we simply used the program MAPLE to
solve the linear system numerically. We also tried an iteration method of the form p(n;, n; M +
1) = p(ny, ny; M) + T/MAX - Lp(n, np; M), where Lp = 0 is the basic equation (2.1). Starting
from some initial guess p(n;, ny;0) and iterating up to M = MAX -1 correspond to solving
approximately for the transient solution for this model, from time t = 0 to t = T. We verified
that choosing T sufficiently large leads to the same results as the MAPLE solution of (2.1).

Since the asymptotic results are expansions in powers of 1/+/A with coefficients ex-
pressed in terms of (y, 4, w), we input the five parameters (C, R, y, 4, w), calculate A from (2.8),
then v and « from (2.7), and solve (2.1) numerically. In Table 1, wehave R=2,y =1,y =1, and
w =1, and we compare the exact (numerical) results for B; and B, with the one- and two-term
asymptotic approximations. We give various values of C and also tabulate the corresponding
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Table2: R=2,y=1,u=1,w=0.

c W b b

Exact asy-1 asy-2 Exact asy-1 asy-2
5 (1.5) .03572 .2801 <0 4381 .8404 .1082
10 (4) .04771 1715 <0 .3293 5146 .2401
15 (6.5) .04921 1345 <0 .2804 4037 2347
20 9) .04860 1143 .01515 .2500 .3431 2210
25 (11.5) .04743 1011 .02352 2284 .3035 .2080
30 (14) .04613 .09170 .02791 2120 2751 .1966
40 (19) .04361 .07871 .03171 .1882 2361 1783
50 (24) .04140 .07004 .03283 1714 2101 1643
60 (29) .03948 .06371 .03292 .1586 1911 1532
70 (34) .03781 .05884 .03258 1484 1765 1442

Table3:R=2,y=1,p=1,w=-1.

c W b b

Exact asy-1 asy-2 Exact asy-1 asy-2
5 (1) .00990 1911 <0 2574 5735 <0
10 (3.11) .01820 .1082 <0 .1856 .3248 .07698
15 (5.34) .02083 .08270 <0 .1566 .2481 .1035
20 (7.61) .02170 06926 <0 1392 2077 .1063
25 (9.92) .02189 .06068 <0 1270 .1820 1042
30 (12.2) .02179 .05462 .00421 1178 .1638 .1008
40 (16.9) .02123 .04645 .00999 .1045 1393 .09374
50 (21.6) .02053 .04106 01257 .09516 1232 .08755
60 (26.4) .01984 .03719 01382 .08806 1115 .08233
70 (31.2) .01919 .03422 .01443 .08242 1026 07791

values of A, as computed from (2.8). We see that the one-term approximations always overes-
timate the true values, while the two-term approximations underestimate them. The two-term
approximations are more accurate especially for the second blocking probability B, and for
larger values of C. In Table 2, we have w = 0, and in Table 3, w = -1, with the other parame-
ter values unchanged. With decreasing w (which corresponds to increasing the total load (cf.
(2.7)), we get similar results, but the overall asymptotics (both one- and two-term) are getting
somewhat worse. Also note that the two-term approximations may sometimes lead to negative

answers, and this is explained in what follows.
We next consider a different purely numerical approach to estimating the coefficients in

the expansions of the B;. We choose some C0, and for C = C0 -1, C0, and CO0 + 1, we equate

B, =

T

Si

\/_X+

_\/_X+

T

n
%
)

T

)‘3/2’

S3

.)LS/Z.

(6.1)
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Table4:R=2,y=1,pu=1w=1.

Co0 Ty T, Ts S S, Ss

10 4875 -.7674 .3882 1.556 -1.227 4670
15 4993 -.8271 4635 1.565 -1.269 5195
20 .5056 -.8649 5207 1.568 -1.291 .5533
25 .5096 -.8922 .5679 1.571 -1.306 .5790
30 5123 -9131 .6078 1.572 -1.317 .5986
40 .5158 —-.9431 6723 1.573 -1.329 .6260
50 .5180 -.9650 .7256 1.575 -1.340 .6530
60 .5195 -.9806 7617 1.575 -1.346 .6678
70 .5203 -.9899 .7948 1.575 -1.340 .6508

Table5:R=2,y=1,u=1,w=0.

Co0 Ty T, Ts S S, Ss

10 2951 -.5575 .3160 9891 -.8412 3610
15 3145 —.6442 4135 1.006 -.9203 4500
20 .3230 -.6911 4783 1.014 -.9621 .5077
25 3277 -.7214 .5267 1.018 -.9880 .5490
30 .3308 —-.7433 .5656 1.021 -1.006 .5821
40 .3345 -.7727 .6249 1.023 -1.029 .6284
50 .3366 -.7920 .6695 1.025 -1.043 .6610
60 .3379 -.8058 .7048 1.026 -1.053 .6849
70 .3390 -.8186 .7409 1.027 -1.069 .7309

Note that B; = B;(C) and A = A(C), for fixed values of (R, y, p, w). Thus, (6.1) may be viewed as
3 x 3 systems of linear equations for the T; and S;, respectively. This allows us to numerically
estimate the first three coefficients in the asymptotic series. In Table 4, we consider CO in the
range of 5 to 70, and give the T; and S;, fixing (R, y, y, w) = (2,1,1,1). We see that the sequence
of T1 and Sy does appear to converge as CO — oo; the convergence of T, and S, is slower, and
that of T3 and Sj is even slower. The asymptotic results in Sections 3 and 5 show that for these
parameter values

52574 -1.0924 B 15772  -1.3717
~ . ~

B + , +
A A VA A

(w=1). (6.2)

This is in good agreement with Table 4. The data in Table 4 also give a rough estimate of the
third (O(A™*'?)) terms in the expansions of the blocking probabilities. These can be computed
analytically by continuing our expansions further, but the calculations are too foreboding.

In Tables 5 and 6, we again give the T; and S; for CO between 5 and 70, but now with
w = 0and w = -1, respectively. For these values, our asymptotic analysis predicts that

34312 89300 p, . 10293 ~1.0983
VA T TN 1
19119 —.61754 57358  —.77272

By ~ ~
1\/X+)L’ 2\/X+)L

By

(w=0),
(6.3)

(w=-1).
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Table6: R=2,y=1,pu=1,w=-1.

Co0 Ty T, Ts S S, Ss

10 1360 -.2716 1556 5215 —-.4576 .2041
15 1585 -.3618 2467 .5435 -.5460 2934
20 1688 —-.4138 3122 .5533 -.5957 .3560
25 1745 —.4476 3622 .5588 —-.6279 4034
30 1781 —-.4715 4018 .5621 —-.6500 4401
40 1824 —-.5034 4622 .5660 —-.6797 4964
50 1847 -.5238 .5069 .5682 -.6987 .5381
60 1862 -.5381 .5418 .5695 -.7115 .5697
70 1871 —-.5478 5677 5701 -.7175 .5855

Again this is in good agreement with the apparent limiting values of T;, T, Sy, and S, as
C0 — oo. The data in Tables 46 show that the expansions do indeed appear to be in powers of
1/+/1, and that we correctly computed the leading two terms. Note that in each case, the second
coefficient (T, and S,) is negative, while the first and third ones are positive. This is consistent
with the fact that in Tables 1-3 the leading terms always overestimate the exact answer, while
the two-term approximations underestimate it. As we decrease w, the ratio |T,/T;| increase,
as do |S2/S1| (though these are always larger). Hence, we expect that decreasing w leads
to further cancellation between the first and second terms in the asymptotic series, and this
again is in agreement with the data in Tables 1-3. It also explains why the two-term asymptotic
approximations to B; sometimes lead to negative answers, for moderate C values.

To summarize, we have shown that the asymptotic approximations are reasonably accu-
rate, though certainly not excellent, and that there is merit to computing the O(1/1) correction
terms unless C is quite small. For small C, however, the one-term approximations may be su-
perior, as the two-term approximations may lead to negative answers. The accuracy of the
asymptotic approximations presumably increases as C increases further, and the two-term ap-
proximations are presumably better than the one-term approximations. However, limitations
of the available computing facilities have so far prevented the evaluation of the exact numerical
results for larger values of C.
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